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Online Appendix

Table Al Percentages, representativeness of the sample compared with the entire population

Population Sample
Age <20 23.5 0.8*
20-39 25.0 [32.7] 27.9
40 — 64 35.9 [47.0] 47.9
65-79 11.6 [15.1] 18.9
80 > 4.0[5.2] 45

Note. Population figures were retrieved from the website of Statistics Netherlands (Centraal
Bureau voor de Statistiek). * We did not include minors in our analysis; in the sample, this
category ranges only from 18 to 20, which explains the differences between the two figures.
Between the square brackets are the proportion of the population aged 20 years or older.

Table A2 Background characteristics according to treatment group.

gender social class

(1=men) age education (1to 8) (1to5; 1= high) n
Control 1.49 53.87 5.18 2.57 79
A 1.40 4944 5.36 251 70
B 1.43 49.17 548 2.52 77
C 1.48 49.85 5.65 2.37 81
D 1.52 48.46 5.48 2.51 69
Total 1.47 50.37 5.43 2.49 376

Table A3 Presentation of the calculated scores on the incongruence measure

Initial attitude Manipulation Manipulation No Manipulation
Negative valence (1) distinct valence (5)  Positive valence (9)
1 (very negative) 0 4 8
2 1 3 7
3 2 2 6
4 3 1 5
5/6 4 0 4
6 5 1 3
7 6 2 2
8 7 3 1
9 (very positive) 8 4 0




Figure Al

Example of a Condition in Original Language (Manipulated Areas are Marked).

Resultaten Europees
migratiebeleid zaterdag

bekend

AMSTERDAM - De Europese commissie
publiceert zaterdagmiddag de langver-
wachte resultaten van het beleidsonder-
zoek Europese migratie. Hierin worden
concreet de resultaten vermeld van de
EU maatregelen op het gebied van immi-
gratiehandhaving.

De Europese Unie heeft de afgelopen jaren
nieuw beleid gevoerd met op het gebied van
migratie naar Europa. Dit onder meer door
het invoeren van een nieuw Europees beleid.
Hierbij zijn de controles die vroeger tussen de
FEuropese landen plaatsvonden naar de bu-
itengrenzen van Europa verplaatst. Binnen
Europa zijn de systematische controles dus
niet langer aanwezig. Een tweede maatregel
is dat mensensmokkelaars steeds intensiever
worden vervolgd. Daarnaast zijn er afspraken
gemaakt met aan Europa grenzende landen,
om zo meer controle te houden op migranten-
stromen richting de EU.

‘De EU heeft enkele zeer goede ontwikkelin-
gen op het gebied van immigratie op gang
gezet', aldus Dr. F. Lering, oud-Europar-
lementariér. ‘De Europese maatregelen zijn
erg adequaat als u het mij vraagt. Door de
problemen reeds bij de buitengrenzen van
Europa aan te pakken, kampen we met veel
minder zorgen binnen Europa en daardoor
ook minder met de problemen in latere stadia
van het immigratieproces. Door met buur-
landen samen te werken wordt de Europese

grens van twee kanten bewaakt. Hierdoor
krijgt mensensmokkel een nog kleinere kans.'
Professor Dr. P. Reijnders, hoogleraar po-
liticologie in Leiden geeft aan het hierover
totaal niet met Dr. Lering eens te zijn: ‘De EU
maatregelen werken compleet averechts, door
een te harde aanpak bij de grens drukt de EU
illegale grensoverschrijding nog verder onder-
gronds, dit zorgt weer voor veel nieuwe prob-
lemen. Bovendien, in tegenstelling tot Dr. Le-
ring geloof ik niet dat de EU momenteel bezig
is met probleemoplossing, maar met probl-
eemverschuiving. Door aangrenzende landen
bij de grensbewaking te betrekken schuift de
EU zijn verantwoordelijkheid af naar landen
buiten de EU en dat is onacceptabel’
‘Daarnaast’, zegt Reijnders, ‘heeft de EU nog
geen oplossing geboden voor de aanpak van
illegale immigratie binnen Europa. Door de
landgrenzen binnen Europa niet te bewaken
of door geen systematische controles uit te vo-
eren wordt de druk op de buitengrenzen van

Europa steeds hoger.’

Een land als Nederland heeft tegenwoor-
dig nauwelijks nog grenzen om te bewaken.
Alleen op Schiphol en in de havens van Am-
sterdam en Rotterdam komen mensen van
buiten Europa aan en daar vinden nog ouder-
wetse grenscontroles plaats. De compensatie
die landen zoals Nederland verwachtte na
het deels wegvallen van hun grensbewaking
wordt nu door de EU opgevangen.




Figure A2. Stimulus Material, English Translation of the Newspaper Articles used for the

Experiment.

Results European migration policies are being made public next Saturday

AMSTERDAM - The European Commission will publish the long awaited results of the
European migration policy research next Saturday. Specifically mentioned herein are the
results of EU action on immigration enforcement.

During the last years the EU has taken a new direction with regard to the legislation on immigration to
Europe. They did so by implementing new European policies and move the border controls within
Europe to the European borders. Abandoning systematic controls between European countries.
Measures were implemented to prosecute traffickers more intensively. Agreements were made with
neighboring countries in order to get more control over migratory flows towards the EU.
[Manipulations:]

P1 (Very negative; part of condition A and C): P. Reijnders, professor at the political science
department at Leiden University completely disagrees with Dr. Lering “The EU measures are utterly
counterproductive, a hard line approach will press illegal migration further underground and this
creates a lot of new problems. Moreover, unlike Dr. Lering | do not believe that the EU is currently
engaged in problem solving, but in problem displacement. By getting neighboring countries involved
the EU pushes its responsibility to countries outside the EU and that is unacceptable.’

‘Besides,’ Reijnders says, ‘the EU has offered no solution to tackle illegal immigration in Europe. By
not monitoring the country borders within Europe and neglecting to perform systematic checks the
pressure on the European borders are rising.’

P2 (Mildly negative; part of condition B and C): ‘The EU still has a long way to go,’ says Dr. F. Lering,
former MEP. ‘The measures at European borders and a tougher approach to human trafficking will
not change the situation. As long as there is money to be made, smugglers will continue their course.’
Lering also indicates that it is OK to cooperate with neighboring countries, provided that clear
agreements are made. ‘The EU should not forget that neighboring countries do not feel the same
responsibility towards Europe as the European countries do.’

P3 (Mildly positive; part of condition B and D): P. Reijnders, professor at the political science
department in at Leiden University tends to disagrees with Dr. Lering ‘The EU has taken on well the
difficult task of creating an overarching European migration policy. Unlike Dr. Lering | think that the
measure to tackle traffickers harder is very necessary and useful. This can prevent much suffering.’
The cooperation with neighboring countries in Europe Reijnders is also a smart move. ‘Together we
are stronger. However, Europe still faces many issues regarding illegal immigration, and the EU
should not lose sight of this.’

P4 (very positive; part of condition A and D): ‘The EU has started some very good things in the field
of immigration’ Dr. F. Lering says, former MEP. ‘The European measures are fitting if you ask me. By
dealing with the problem at the European border, we face a lot less worries within Europe and
therefore fewer problems in the later stages of the immigration process. By cooperating with
neighboring countries, the European border is guarded from both sides. This gives traffickers an even
smaller chance to succeed.’

[end of manipulation]

Nowadays a country like the Netherlands barely has any borders to guard anymore. Only at the
airport and in the harbors of Rotterdam and Amsterdam people enter the country from outside of
Europe, so these are the only places where old-fashioned border controls still take place. The EU
now compensates for the lack of border control in countries like the Netherlands.

Note: This is a literal translation; the text is written in a more journalistic style in its original
language.



